July 21, 2005

PERSONAL EXPLANTION

Mr. ORTIZ. Mr. Speaker, | was unable to
vote during the following rollcall votes. Had |
been present | would have voted as indicated
below. Rollcall vote No. 401—"no”; rolicall
vote No. 402—*"no.”

———
GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. SENSENBRENNER. Mr. Speak-
er, I ask unanimous consent that all
Members may have 5 legislative days
within which to revise and extend their
remarks and include extraneous mate-
rial on H.R. 3199.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
ADERHOLT). Is there objection to the
request of the gentleman from Wis-
consin?

There was no objection.

———

USA PATRIOT AND TERRORISM
PREVENTION REAUTHORIZATION
ACT OF 2005

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to House Resolution 369 and rule
XVIII, the Chair declares the House in
the Committee of the Whole House on
the State of the Union for the consider-
ation of the bill, H.R. 3199.

The Chair designates the gentleman
from Florida (Mr. PUTNAM) as chair-
man of the Committee of the Whole,
and requests the gentleman from Or-
egon (Mr. WALDEN) to assume the chair
temporarily.
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IN THE COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE
Accordingly, the House resolved

itself into the Committee of the Whole
House on the State of the Union for the
consideration of the bill (H.R. 3199) to
extend and modify authorities needed
to combat terrorism, and for other pur-
poses, with Mr. WALDEN of Oregon
(Acting Chairman) in the chair.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to
the rule, the bill is considered as hav-
ing been read the first time.

General debate shall not exceed 2
hours, with 1 hour and 30 minutes
equally divided and controlled by the
chairman and ranking minority mem-
ber of the Committee on the Judiciary
and 30 minutes equally divided and
controlled by the chairman and rank-
ing minority member of the Permanent
Select Committee on Intelligence.

The gentleman from Wisconsin (Mr.
SENSENBRENNER) and the gentleman
from Michigan (Mr. CONYERS) each will
control 45 minutes and the gentleman
from Michigan (Mr. HOEKSTRA) and the
gentlewoman from California (Ms.
HARMAN) each will control 15 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Wisconsin (Mr. SENSENBRENNER).

Mr. SENSENBRENNER. Mr. Chair-
man, I yield myself such time as I may
consume, and I rise in strong support
of H.R. 3199, the USA PATRIOT and
Terrorism Prevention Reauthorization
Act of 2005.

Mr. Chairman, the attacks of Sep-
tember 11, 2001, tragically affirmed the
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urgency of updating America’s laws to
address the clear and present danger
presented by international terrorism.
On that day, foreign terrorists mali-
ciously and without provocation at-
tacked the United States, murdered
thousands of our citizens, and de-
stroyed symbols of our freedom in a
failed effort to break the spirit and re-
solve of the American people.

We must also recall that these ter-
rorists exploited historic divisions be-
tween America’s law enforcement and
intelligence communities that had lim-
ited the dissemination of vital and
timely information and increased
America’s vulnerability to terrorist at-
tack.

In the wake of the 9/11 atrocities,
broad bipartisan majorities in both
Houses of Congress passed the PA-
TRIOT Act that lowered the wall that
prohibited our law enforcement and in-
telligence communities from effec-
tively sharing information, and to en-
hance investigatory tools necessary to
assess, detect, and prevent future ter-
rorist attacks. U.S. law enforcement
and intelligence authorities have uti-
lized the expanded information sharing
provisions contained in the PATRIOT
Act to gain critical knowledge of the
attentions of foreign-based terrorists
before they occur, while preempting
gathering terrorist threats at home.

While the PATRIOT Act and other
anti-terrorism initiatives have helped
avert additional attacks on our soil,
that threat has not receded. Exactly 2
weeks ago, innocent citizens in London
were murdered in a series of ruthlessly
coordinated attacks. Earlier today, it
appears, the London subway system
came under renewed attack. Last year,
the Madrid bombings brought unprece-
dented terror to the people of Spain,
and ongoing terrorist operations
around the globe demonstrate the im-
perative for continued vigilance.

When the House Committee on the
Judiciary reported the PATRIOT Act
in October 2001, I pledged to rigorously
examine its implementation and the
conduct of the war against terrorism.
In my words and in my actions as com-
mittee Chair, I have maintained this
commitment and emphasized the im-
portance of better protecting our citi-
zenry from terrorist attack while, at
the same time preserving the values
and liberties that distinguish us as
Americans. The legislation we consider
today reflects this careful balance.

H.R. 3199 is based upon 4 years of
comprehensive bipartisan oversight
consisting of hearing testimony, In-
spector General reports, briefings, and
oversight letters. Since April of this
year alone, the committee has received
testimony from 35 witnesses during 12
hearings on the PATRIOT Act. This ex-
tensive hearing and oversight record
has demonstrated that the PATRIOT
Act has been an effective tool against
terrorists and other criminals. Of no
less importance, and notwithstanding
the vague and general suspicion ex-
pressed by some of its detractors, the
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record shows that there is no evidence
whatsoever that the PATRIOT Act has
been abused to violate Americans’ civil
liberties. None whatsoever.

To further allay concerns expressed
by some, this bill makes important re-
visions to section 215 of the PATRIOT
Act, which pertains to business records
obtained through the Foreign Intel-
ligence Surveillance Act, or FISA. I
would note that section 215 is probably
the most misunderstood and delib-
erately misrepresented provision of the
PATRIOT Act. H.R. 3199 clarifies that
the information likely to be obtained
through a FISA warrant must relate to
foreign intelligence information not
concerning a U.S. person, or must be
information pertaining to an ongoing
international terrorism investigation
or clandestine intelligence activities.
The legislation also explicitly clarifies
that a section 215 order will issue only
“if the judge finds that the require-
ments have been met,” and provides a
judicial review process to authorize the
court to set aside a section 215 order
that has been challenged. Contrary to
the unfounded allegations of some,
there is no evidence that a single sec-
tion 215 order has been served on any
library since the PATRIOT Act was
passed in October of 2001.

The Committee on the Judiciary last
week conducted a nearly 12-hour mark-
up of this legislation, at which 43
amendments were offered and debated.
The reported version of this legislation
extends for 10 years the sunset on sec-
tions 206 and 215 of the PATRIOT Act.

Section 206 pertains to roving wire-
taps under FISA. This crucial provision
updates the law to reflect contem-
porary communications technology by
making a suspected terrorist, rather
than a communications device, the
proper target of a wiretap. This sunset
provision was approved by the com-
mittee by an overwhelming bipartisan
vote of 26 to 2. However, while the leg-
islation sets expiration dates on cer-
tain provisions of the PATRIOT Act,
congressional oversight of the entire
PATRIOT Act must be perpetual.

Let me conclude with the following
point: For too long opponents of the
PATRIOT Act have transformed it into
a grossly distorted caricature that
bears no relationship whatsoever to the
legislation itself. The PATRIOT Act
has been misused by some as a spring-
board to launch limitless allegations
that are not only unsubstantiated but
are false and irresponsible. Our con-
stituents expect and deserve sub-
stantive consideration of this vital
issue, and I hope that today’s debate
reflects the bipartisan seriousness that
this issue demands.

Mr. Chairman, the security of the
American people is the most solemn re-
sponsibility of all entrusted to the Con-
gress. Passage of the USA PATRIOT
and Terrorism Prevention Reauthoriza-
tion Act of 2005 is vital to maintaining
the post-9/11 law enforcement intel-
ligence reforms that have reduced
America’s vulnerability to terrorist at-
tack. We must never return to the pre-
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